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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -- 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122 (b) , by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

Claim 132-144 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Munyan US patent 5,761,485. 

As per claim 132, Munyan teaches a computer based library 
system comprising: 

a computer system [fig.l #10] connectable to a network, the 
computer system comprising targeting logic for genereating 
targeted header containig information indicative of a player ID 
corresponding to a paticular player for rendering content, and 
downloading logic for downloading the targeted header with 
associated content to a player [col. 9 lines 29-54, col . 14 lines 
52-64] . 

As per claim 133, Muyan teaches the ID correlate to a 
particular user [col . 14 line 52-55 user identification code]. 
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As per claim 134, Muyan teaches the ID correlate to a 
particular player device [col. 14 line 52-55 security 
identification code] . 

As per claims 13 5-136, Muyan teaches the device being a 
mobile device with wireless connection (see fig.l) 

As per claim 137, Ferret teaches map for associated content 
(see fig. 14, col. 24 lines 35-54). 

As. per claim 138, Muyan teaches to encrypt the content 
hence it is inherent that Muyan has a key to decrypt the 
content . 

As per claim 139-144, they are rejected under similar 
rationale as for claims 132-138 above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. § 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains . Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 39-53, and 55-131 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ferrel et al. US patent 
6,230,173 and further in view of Munyan US patent 5,761,485. 

As per claim 3 9 , Ferrel an system for generating and 
maintaing a plurality of digital information files for delivery 
over a public network, the system comprising: 

an authoring system for receiving raw digital data and 
tranforming said raw digitized data into the digital information 
files (col. 6 lines 25-30, col. 20 to col. 24); and generating 
information indicative of various characteristics of content of 
said digital information files (col. 21 lines 49-54); and 

a library server coupled to the authoring system including 
logic for maintaining the digital information files (col. 6 lines 
46-62) . Ferrel does not teach maintaining correspondence to 
player ID information, encryting the digital information files 
using the player ID information, and authorizing access to a user 
having a corresponding player ID. 

In similar field of electronic publishing, Munyan teaches to 
encode contents with each user's unique player ID (key) so that 
each user can only read files made for them; therefore discourage 
incentive to pirate copying of the files (Munyan col. 14 lines 52- 
65) . 
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Hence, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching of Munyan with Ferrel to have 
the library server maintain correspondence between digitial file 
and player ID and to encrypt the files using the player ID because 
it would have improved the security library system and reduces 
pirating of the digitial information files. 

As per claim 40, Ferrel teaches providing various multimedia 
files. It is apparent the Ferrel system would have audio, image, 
text, video, etc. The type of files provided would have been 
clearly a matter of design choice. It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art to includes any of the various 
type files recited as appropriate to a publication project. 

As per claims 41, Ferrel as modified has means for segmenting 
the digital information files (Ferrel fig. 10), scrambling 
(encoding the file) . The references do not specifically disclose 
compressing. However, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordininary skill in the art to compress the files because it would 
have save storage space and transmission bandwidth. 

As per claim 42, it is would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art in the system as modified to have a 
descrambling map so as to enable the receiving system to decode 
the files. 
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As per claim 43, Ferrel teaches incorporating characteristic 
information with the content (col. 22 lines 35-64). 

As per claim 44, it is apparent that Ferrel system as 
modified would have mean to manage and responsive to user request 
for delivery of the encoded digital information files in order to 
deliver files encoded corresponding the requesting user's player 
ID. 

As per claim 45, Ferrel teaches to personalize and to provide 
billing for services (col. 6 lines 9-11). Hence, it would have 
been obvious forone of ordinary skill in the art to collect and 
store statistics of access history so as to enable billing and 
customization to the users' habit. 

As per claim 46, the references do not specifically disclose 
an authenication server. Munyan discloses checking the validity 
of the user and security identification. Hence, it is apparent 
that Munyan would have had an authentication server to perform 
this function. Furthermore, the use of an authentication server 
is well known in the art for regulating access to content over a 
netork. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide an authentication server because it would have 
enabled the systen to regulate access the contents and improved 
the security of the system. 
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As per claim 47, Ferrel teaches running the libary server on 
several computer (col. 12 lines 51-60). 

As per claims 48-49, it is apparent that Ferrel system as 
amodif ied would have the authoring (publishing) , libary server 
(application server) and the authentication sever software running 
on different computers. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the have them run on different computers because 
it would have prevent a single point of failure and enable the 
functions to be distributed at various point on the network. 

As per claim 50, it is apparent that the Ferrel system as 
modified would 'target' the files using the player ID so as to 
unquely encode the file for the targeted user. 

As per claims 51-52, point-to-point authentication and 
digital signature authentication are well known security methods. 
The usage of either or both methods would have been a matter of 
design choice. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art to use any number of known authenication methods, 
including point-to-point and digital signature, because the 
implementations are well-known and program logic for implement 
them are readily available. 

As per claim 53, it is rejected under similar rationale as 
for claim 3 9 above. 
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As per claim 55, Ferrel teaches including files which are 
primarily textual content (col. 23 lines 24-33). 

As per claims 69-71, 72-85, 86-99 they are rejected under 
similar rationale as for claims 39-52 above. Regarding claims 76- 
79, and 90-93, the types of ID recited to encode the contents are 
clearly obvious variotion from the teaching of Munyan. It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to use any 
type of ID that can uniquely identify a set of users or devices so 
long as it can prevent playback on unauthorized device. 

As per claims 110-120, they are rejected under similar 
rationale as for claim 3 9-52 above. Munyan teaches using a 
wireless client device for downloading and viewing the content 
(see Munyan fig.l) . Regarding claims 115-118, the types of ID 
recited to encode the contents are clearly obvious variotion from 
the teaching of Munyan. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to use any type of ID that can uniquely 
identify a set of users or devices so long as it can prevent 
playback on unauthorized device. 

As per claims 100-105, and 121-124, the various types of 
networks: wired, wireless, IR, telephone, etc. are well known in 
the art . The type of communication medium used would clearly have 
been a matter of design choice because the library system would 
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operate essentially the same way regardless of the type of 
connection use. 

As per claims 107-109, and 126-127, Ferrel teaches local 
library for local storage of programming content (col. 12 lines 55- 
59) . 

As per claim 125, Munyan teaches using removable memory 
(col. 14 lines 19-32) . 

As per claim 128-129, it would have been obvious for one 
ordinary skill in the art to have descrambling logic and 
decompression logic in the player device in order to the player to 
decode the contents for playback. 

As per claims 130-131, Ferrel teaches providing charateristic 
of the file so that contents can be search for. Hence, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provider 
the playback device with capability to browse the characteristic 
so as to enable the user to locate and request the desired 
contents . 

Claims 54 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ferrel et al. US patent 6,230,173 and further 
in view of Munyan US patent 5,761,485. 



Application/Control Number: 09/867,505 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2153 

As per claim 54, Ferrel an system for generating and 
maintaing a plurality of digital information files for delivery 
over a public network, the system comprising: 

a library server coupled to the authoring system including 
logic for maintaining the digital information files (col. 6 lines 
46-62) . Ferrel does not teach maintaining correspondence to 
player ID information, encryting the digital information files 
using the player ID information, and authorizing access to a user 
having a corresponding player ID and creating a CDROM. 

In similar field of electronic publishing, Munyan teaches to 
encode contents with each user's unique player ID (key) so that 
each user can only read files made for them. This eliminates the 
motivation to pirate copies of the file (see Munyan col . 14 lines 
52-64) . 

Also in the field of electronic publishing, Fernadez teaches 
providing content on a CDROM such that the user can download to 
and read on a portable device at the user leisure (see abstract) . 

Hence, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teaching of Munyan with Ferrel to have 
the library server maintain correspondence between digitial file 
and player ID and to encrypt the files using the player ID because 
it would have improved the security library system and reduces 
pirating of the digitial information files. 




# 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine the teaching of Fernadez with Ferrel to provide 
contents on a CDROM because it would have enabled the user to 
quickly access to certain information without having to download 
it from the library server. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dung Dinh 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-9655. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday- Thursday from 7:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 
The examiner can also be reached on alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be 
reached at (703) 305-4792. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application should be directed to the Group 2100 Customer 
Service whose telephone number is (703) 306-5631. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 2 0231 

or faxed to: (703) 872-9306 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 
2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA, Fourth Floor (Receptionist) . 



Conclusion 




Dung Dinh 
Primary Examiner 
May 10, 2004 



